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gave them, and in the case of one such an impression
was made that I hoped he was comirg to the acknow-
ledgment of Christ as his Lord and Saviour; but after
going to his Moulvies he kept to Muhammad, though
with manifest misgiving.
While I cannot join in the sweeping condemnation of
Muhammadans, I must acknowledge my experience
accords with that of my missionary brethren regarding
those with whom I .have come ordinarily into contact.
When I have been speaking to a company of Hindus,
and have apparently secured their attention, I have been
sorry to see a Mussulman coming up, as past experience
had prepared me for the immediate introduction of such
questions as the Trinity, the Sonship of Christ, His pro-
pitiatory sacrifice, and not infrequently the eating of pork.
I have done my best to stave off such untimely dis-
cussion, and to keep to the subject I was teaching, but
in not a few instances my audience has been broken up
by the new-comer insisting on being heard. During my
long missionary career I have had many discussions with
Muhammadans in public and in private, in some cases
conducted with a calmness and fairness which promised
good results; but in still more numerous cases with a
readiness on their part to resort to the veriest sophistry,
and fly from one point to another, and with a love of
disputation which led to wrangling, and could accom-
plish no good. The controversy between Christianity
and Muhammadanism has been carried on by the press
as well as by oral discussion. In this department the
late Dr. Pffander, Sir William Muir, and Mr. Hughes of
Peshawur, have done excellent service.
It might be supposed that as Muhammadanism is so
near to Christianity that it may almost be called a